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The Warren Commission’s 
most serious error . . . and a hypothesis 
that can be tested 



DID SOMEONE 
ALTER THE 
MEDICAL EVIDENCE? 

Fred T. Newcomb and Perry Adams 



When Warren Commission mem- 
bers relied on the Bethesda autopsy 
report and testimony of the autopsy 
physicians instead of examining the 
evidence themselves, they made what 
may be their most serious mistake. In 
doing so, they failed to resolve dramat- 
ic conflicts between the doctors at 
Parkland Hospital in Dallas and those 
at Bethesda Naval Hospital. These 
contradictions either discredit or 
implicate some of the doctors, or point 
to a conspiracy by others to alter 
President Kennedy's wounds, thus 
eliminating evidence which could have 



led to the assassination conspirators 
themselves. 

Perry Adams, • editor of Probe, an 
investigative newspaper in Santa 
Barbara, and Fred T. Newcomb of 
Van Nuys, California, an advertising 
art director, have devoted nine years of 
independent study to their theory, 
which they explain and document in 
their manuscript. Murder from Within 
(1974). In this article, they discuss the 
core of their theory — the evidence 
that the President’s wounds were 
altered — and show how their conclu- 
sions can be put to a simple test. 



P resident John F. Kennedy 
once said, “Before my term 
has ended, we shall have 
tested anew whether a nation 
organized and governed such as ours 
can endure. The outcome is by no 
means certain. The answers are by no 
means clear.” 

He was far more prophetic than he 
imagined. The nation was tested 
severely in Dallas on November 22, 
1963, and in the years that followed. 
The outcome is by no means certain, 
not as long as the threat remains that 
our government can be changed by 
bullets and the truth concealed from 
the public. And the myriad questions 
posed by the events of that day have 
never been satisfactorily answered. 



The Warren Commission was sup- 
posed to have settled the matter. It 
concluded that Lee Harvey Oswald 
shot the President and that there was 
no evidence of a conspiracy. But after 
years of intensive study and investiga- 
tion, innumerable critics and inde- 
pendent researchers contend that there 
must have been at least one other 
gunman and therefore a conspiracy of 
some sort to assassinate the President. 
Such theories usually have resulted 
from closely reasoned challenges to the 
Commission’s Findings that there were 
just three shots, all from Oswald’s rifle. 

Our research indicates that the 
Commission’s Findings are vulnerable 
in another important respect, and that 
by inference, the presumption of a 
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throat wound. The P«kla"d fetors 
found no back wound. But a very 
shallow hole, penetrating the back at a 
depth of about, a finger length was 
reported in Bethesda. It lacked any 
metallic fragments. Aeeordmg o 
Admiral Burkley, Dr. Boswell and the 
FBI agents, the location of the hole 
was at the third thoracic vertebra 
about a fourth of the way down the 
back — and matched the holes m the 

President’s shirt and coat. . 
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How Truthful 
Were the Doctors? 

There are other conflicts, too num 
erous to explore here, between wha 
the doctors at Parkland and those a 
Bethesda saw. What seems clear is tha 
the reports of the Parkland doctors 
would not have sustained the : conclu- 
sion that the President was shot from 
the back - the conclusion which lies 
of course, at the very heart, of th 

Warren Commission’s contention that 
the assassination was the work of Lee 
Harvey Oswald alone. 

On i.he other hand, after the allege 
alterations were made, the nature o 
the wounds (i.e., whether they were 
entrance or exit wounds) became 
sufficiently ambiguous to allow tor a 
case to be made that the President was 



— — - How This Theory 

W ey authorized changes and approwd. 5jg _ C an Be Tested 

revisions of these documents. How.^ cret Service had custody of 

many rewrites were necessary before-^ T_ J during this period. But who 
an acceptable report was produced a th y ^ ^ ^ as it app ears, the 
unknown. We do know that Admiral had^ altered to disguise the 

Burkley “accepted and approv^^^.^ q{ . thg shots , whose interests 

Humes’ destruction of ’ T Un ^L would have been protected or se _ 

en au^| Find those beneficiaries and you 

emission been 

published documents although ^ contradictions among 

remains on the original which asorTile mick y observations and alert to 

.. the National Archives. The Warren mem ; t mi( ,ht logically 

al in -i .j testimony 



the [Nauuuai 

Commission failed to lake tesrrmony 
from Admiral Burkley and never 
asked Dr. Humes why he burned hi 
notes or what they contained. 

To some, the foregoing may suggest 
- . either 
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have asked the same questions. But th 
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to note the discrepancies or discounte 
hem. In any case, although the 
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Report. Time Inc., which owns the 
or ginal and hence clearest copy of the 
Zapruder film, keeps it locked away in 
a vault. On television the most com- 
prehensive defense of the Commission 
has come from four one-hour specials 
produced by CBS. The correspondent 
was that Watergate tiger, Dan Rather. 
It may be changing. With Watergate 
behind them, the investigative report- 
ers are having a second look. As one 
assassination researcher puts it: “We 
are one Seymour Hersh story away 
from a new investigation.” 

America is different now than it was 
in 1963. Castro is a curiosity. The 
doubts don’t need to be laid to rest. 
The “dirty rumors” have become all 
too true. What hasn’t changed is the 
toss . We need to know why. |£ 

DID SOMEONE ALTER 
THE MEDICAL EVIDENCE? 

(continued from page 27) 
hand, there is no record that any 
member ever did so. The Commission 
elected to rely instead on the autopsy 
report and the testimony of the 
autopsy physicians. 

That could be the most serious error 
committed by this august group. 
Commission member John J. McCloy 
may have acknowledged as much in 
1967 when he told Walter Cronkite, “I 
think that if there’s one thing I would 
do over again, I would insist on these 
photographs and the X-rays having 
been produced for us.” 



The error is not irreversible. The 
questions can still be answered. And 
the conclusion that the President’s 
body was altered will itself submit to a 
simple test: Allow the Parkland 
doctors to examine the autopsy mate- 
rials and pictures in the National 
Archives and to comment publicly on 
their findings. Incredible as it seems, 
no Parkland doctor has ever seen this 
evidence. 

the DISSENTERS ' 

ASK TOO MUCH 

( continued from page 29) 
unanswered. But it takes a very 
accommodating gullet to swallow the 



conspiracy theory whole, and my 
present inclination is to stick with the 
Warren Report. 

During the course of its investiga- 
tion, the Commission took testimony 
from 522 witnesses. The FBI conduct- 
ed 25,000 interviews and submitted 
2,300 reports amounting to 25,000 
pages. The Secret Service conducted 
1,550 interviews and made 800 reports 
of 4,600 pages. This tremendous mass 
of material simply cannot be discarded 
as so much whitewash. 

In order to believe the conspiracy 
theory, one must believe that all these 
were parties to a gigantic cover-up: 
The Commission members, the Com- 
mission staff, the slain President’s 
brother Robert, the President’s succes- 
sor in office, the FBI, the Secret 
Service, the CIA, and the Dallas 
police. That is for starters. One must 
discount the sworn testimony of 
ballistics experts, the evidence of 
Oswald’s fingerprints, and the testi- 
mony of eyewitnesses. 

The dissenters ask too much. The 
disillusioning experience of Watergate 
may have taught us that criminal 
conspiracies can be formed in high 
places, but the bugging of a Democrat- 
ic chairman truly cannot be equated 
with the slaying of a President. The 
gauzy speculations that tie in Gordon 
Liddy, E. Howard Hunt, the Mafia 
and “Texas millionaires” have no more 



substance than moonbeams. 

If a fresh investigation were to be 
made, who would make it? The 
doubters would scorn a commission by 
President Ford (he served as a con- 
gressman on the Warren Commis- 
sion). A congressional commission 
also would be establishment tainted. 
,At this late date a new grand jury in 
Dallas seems unlikely. The dissenters 
themselves are too zealously commit- 
ted to their conspiracy theories to have 
any appearance of objectivity. - 
Yes, the critics have raised some 
troublesome doubts, but great crimes 
inevitably produce great doubts. 
Whole schools of scholars still sift the 
assassination of Lincoln. You can hear 
arguments on the role of Brutus in the 
assassination of Caesar. I wouldn’t gag 
the dissenters for the world — we 
ought always to pursue truth — but for 
the moment, I wouldn’t buy the hyped- 
up conjectures they’re trying to sell 

W 




If they've found another assassin, 
let them name names and pro- 
duce their evidence. 

Allen W. Dulles 
Juiv 1966 




FINISHING THE COMMISSION’S 
UNFINISHED BUSINESS 
(continued from page 33) 

lions as to who pointed Oswald out to 
the police, who drew a gun, whether 
Oswald tried to shoot an officer, and 
what was said by- whom. The following 
witnesses present at the theatre might 
have thrown light on those matters: 
Bob Apple, insurance investigator. 
Detective Paul Bentley: He found a 
forged “Hidell” card on Oswald. Bob 
Barrett, FBI agent. Jim Ewell, report- 
er. 

Detective E. E. Taylor: He stayed 
behind at the theatre after the arrest to 
make a list of the names and addresses 
of the patrons. The list is not among 
the Commission's exhibits. 

Police officers Baggett, Buhk, Cun- 
ningham, Lyon, Stringer, and Toney. 

Oswald’s Interrogation 
Although Dallas Police Captain 
Fritz “kept no notes” or transcript of 
the interrogation of Oswald, and the 
reports submitted by Fritz and federal 
agents (primarily from memory) were 
incomplete and in some vital respects 
contradictory — e.g., Oswald’s trip to 
Mexico, where he was at the time of 
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